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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is responsive to appeal brief filed on 06/16/2006. 

2. In view of the appeal brief filed on 06/16/2006, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. New grounds of rejections are set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the 
following two options: 

(1) file a reply under 37 CFR 1.111 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply 
under 37 CFR 1.113 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) request reinstatement of the appeal. 

If reinstatement of the appeal is requested, such request must be accompanied 
by a supplemental appeal brief, but no new amendments, affidavits (37 CFR 1 .130, 
1 .131 or 1 .132) or other evidence are permitted. See 37 CFR 1 .193(b)(2). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless -(b) the invention was patented or 
described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on sale in 
this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claims 1, 4-6, 10, 12, 15-17, 21, and 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by McDonough et al. (hereinafter McDonough) (US 5, 991, 878). 
Referring to claim 1, 
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McDonough teaches a method in a data processing system for managing 
access to a set of applications associated with a universal resource locator (Fig. 1, col. 
2, line 48-52), the method comprising: 

receiving a request, wherein the request includes the universal resource locator 
(col. 2, line 58-61, col. 3, line 15-20) and a user identification (col. 3, line 39-44, col. 4, 
line 64-col. 5, line 6) ; and 

directing the request to a selected application within the set of applications using 
the universal resource locator and the user identification, (col.5, line 7-30). 
Referring to claims 4 and 5, 

McDonough teaches the method of claim 1 further comprising: replacing the 
selected application with a new selected application, and the method of claim 4, wherein 
the new selected application is a new version of the selected application. Col. 5, line 27- 
39, note: another application instance is selected for the user is a new application.) 
Referring to claim 6, 

McDonough teaches the method of claim 1, wherein each application within the 
set of applications is assigned to a different universal resource locator (col .2, line 53-57) 
and wherein the directing step comprises: 

identifying the set of applications using a corresponding universal resource 
locator; identifying a selected application from the set of applications based on the 
user identification(col.2, line 53-57); and 

sending the request to the selected application using an assigned universal 
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resource locator assigned to the selected applications (col.2, line 58-63, col. 5, line 7- 
30). 

Referring to claim 10, 

McDonough teaches data processing system comprising: a bus system; a 
communications unit connected to the bus system; a memory connected to the bus 
system, wherein the memory includes a set of instructions and a processing unit 
connected to the bus system (Fig.1, element 16, note; these claimed limitations are 
inherent part of the Web Server.), wherein the processing unit executes the set of 
instructions to receive a request in which the request include the universal resource 
locator (col. 2, line 58-61, col. 3, line 15-20) and a user identification (col. 3, line 39-44, 
col. 4, line 64- col. 5, line 6); and direct the request to a selected application within the 
set of applications using the universal resource locator and the user identification, (col. 
5, line 7-30). 
Referring to claim 12, 

Claim 12 is a claim to a data processing system that carries out the method steps 
of claim 1 . Therefore claim 12 is rejected for the reasons set forth for claim 1 . 
Referring to claims 15 and 16, 

Claims 15 and 16 are claims to a data processing system that carries out the 
method steps of claims 4 and 5. Therefore claims 15 and 16 are rejected for the 
reasons set forth for claims 4 and 5. 
Referring to claim 17, 
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Claim 17 is a claim to a data processing system that carries out the method steps 
of claim 6. Therefore claim 17 is rejected for the reasons set forth for claim 6. 
Referring to claim 21, 

Claim 21 is a claim to computer program products in a computer readable 
medium that carries out the method steps of claim 1 . Therefore claim 21 is rejected for 
the reasons set forth for claim 1 . 
Referring to claims 24 and 25, 

Claims 24 and 25 are claims to computer program products in a computer 
readable medium that carries out the method steps of claims 4 and 5. Therefore claims 
24 and 25 are rejected for the reasons set forth for claims 4 and 5. 
Referring to claim 26, 

Claim 26 is a claim to computer program products in a computer readable 
medium that carries out the method steps of claim 6. Therefore claim 26 is rejected for 
the reasons set forth for claim 6. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 2, 3, 13,14, 22 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over McDonough et al. (hereinafter McDonough) (US 5, 991, 878) in view 
of Levergood et al. (herein after Levergood) (US 2006/0095526 A1 ). 
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Referring to claims 2 and 3, 

Keeping in mind the teachings of McDonough, McDonough specifically fails to 
teach the method of claim 1 , wherein the user identification is an internet Protocol 
address of a node originating the request, and the method of claim 1, wherein the user 
identification is a user name located within the request. 

Levergood teaches at para., [0031] If the initial GET URL contains a SID, the 
content server determines whether the request is directed to a page within the current 
domain 106.", para.. [0014] In the preferred embodiment, a valid SID allows the client to 
access all controlled files within a protection domain without requiring further 
authorization. A protection domain is defined by the service provider and is a collection 
of controlled files of common protection within one or more servers., para. [0012], "A 
valid SID typically comprises a user identifier, an accessible domain, a key identifier, an 
expiration time such as date, the IP address of the user computer, and an unforgeable 
digital signature such as a cryptographic hash of all of the other items in the SID 
encrypted with a secret key. " 

The SID (a session identification ) including these many user data including user 
name and user's IP address as well as appending the SID to the initial request to 
control the access to the information would be so recognized by persons of ordinary 
skill, such that it would have been obvious for one in ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to add the teachings of Levergood's session identification data 
such as user name and IP address into the McDonough's encrypted session state data 
provided as a "PRIVATE cookie. 
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It would have been obvious because the SID allows the user to access specific 
document with the identification of knowing exactly who the client is and what it's IP 
address is as taught by Levergood. 
Referring to claims 13 and 14, 

Claims 13 and 14 are claims to a data processing system that carries out the 
method steps of claims 2 and 3. Therefore claims 13 and 14 are rejected for the 
reasons set forth for claims 2 and 3. 
Referring to claims 22 and 23, 

Claims 22 and 23 are claims to computer program products in a computer 
readable medium that carries out the method steps of claims 2 and 3, Therefore claims 
22 and 23 are rejected for the reasons set forth for claims 2 and 3. 
7. Claims 7, 11, 18 and 27are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over McDonough et al. (hereinafter McDonough) (US 5, 991, 878) in view 
of Labarge (US 20020188435 A1). 
Referring to claim 7, 

McDonough teaches a method in a data processing system for managing access to a 
plurality of applications (col.2, line 48-52, Fig.1), the method comprising: 

associating the plurality of applications with a first universal resource locator (col. 
2, line 53-57); 

receiving a request including the first universal resource locator (col. 2, line 58- 
61 , col. 3, line 15-20) and an identification of a user (col. 3, line 39-44, col. 4, line 64- 
col.5, line 6); and 
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redirecting the request using the first universal resource locator to a particular 
application within the plurality of applications using a particular universal resource 
locator associated with the particular application based on the identification (col.5, line 
7-30). 

McDonough fails to teach assigning the plurality of applications with plurality of 
universal resource locators excluding the first universal resource locator. 

Labarge teaches at para. [0039, " Preferably, redirection provides flexibility for 
the URL addresses assigned to various machine translation servers. Only the 
redirection server URL needs to remain constant for access by the word processing 
application 210, while the machine translation server URLs may be changed from time 
to time to reflect configuration changes or to reflect changes in available machine 
translation services. For example, if the ABC Translation Company goes out of 
business, the URL address for the ABC Translation Company will be removed and/or 
replaced by the URL of an alternate machine translation service designated for a given 
translation service, for example, "Japanese to English." 

Labarge's teachings would be so recognized by persons of ordinary skill, such 
that it would have been obvious for one in ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to implement these teachings at the McDonough's web server 
computer such that the flexibility is achieved in assigning the URL addressees to 
various application instances with keeping the web server's address (URL) constant and 
then redirecting the McDonough's application user to the appropriate application 
instance based on the determination of access authorization. 
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This would have been obvious because it provides the flexibility wherein 
application URLs may be changed from time to time , with no user's are affected, and 
server UL can be kept constant. 
Referring to claim 11, 

Claim 1 1 is a claim to a data processing system that carries out the method steps 
of claim 7. Therefore claim 1 1 is rejected for the reasons set forth for claim 7 and Fig.1 , 
element 16, note; these claimed limitations are inherent part of the Web Server. 
Referring to claim 18, 

Claim 18 is a claim to a data processing system that carries out the method steps 
of claim 7. Therefore claim 18 is rejected for the reasons set forth for claim 7. 
Referring to claim 27, 

Claim 27 is a claim to a computer program products in a computer readable 
medium that carries out the method steps of claim 7. Therefore claim 27 is rejected for 
the reasons set forth for claim 7. 

8. Claims 8, 9, 19, 20, 28 and 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over McDonough et al. (hereinafter McDonough) (US 5, 991, 878) in view 
of Labarge (US 20020188435 A1) as applied to claim 7 above, and further in view of 
Levergood et al. (herein after Levergood) (US 2006/0095526 A1). 
Referring to claim 8 and 9 

Keeping in mind the teachings of McDonough Labarge, both of these references 
fail to teach the method of claim 7 , wherein the identification is an internet Protocol 
address, and the method of claim 7, wherein the identification is a user name. 
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Levergood teaches at para., [0031] If the initial GET URL contains a SID, the 
content server determines whether the request is directed to a page within the current 
domain 106.", para.. [0014] In the preferred embodiment, a valid SID allows the client to 
access all controlled files within a protection domain without requiring further 
authorization. A protection domain is defined by the service provider and is a collection 
of controlled files of common protection within one or more servers., para. [0012], "A 
valid SID typically comprises a user identifier, an accessible domain, a key identifier, an 
expiration time such as date, the IP address of the user computer, and an unforgeable 
digital signature such as a cryptographic hash of all of the other items in the SID 
encrypted with a secret key. " 

The SID (a session identification ) including these many user data including user 
name and user's IP address as well as appending the SID to the initial request to 
control the access to the information would be so recognized by persons of ordinary 
skill, such that it would have been obvious for one in ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to add the teachings of Levergood's session identification data 
such as user name and IP address into the McDonough's encrypted session state data 
provided as a "PRIVATE cookie. 

It would have been obvious because the SID allows the user to access specific 
document with the identification of knowing exactly who the client is and what it's IP 
address is as taught by Levergood. 
Referring to claims 19 and 20, 
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Claims 19 and 20 are claims to a data processing system that carries out the method 
steps of claims 8 and 9. Therefore claims 19 and 20 are rejected for the reasons set 
forth for claims 8 and 9. 
Referring to claims 28 and 29, 

Claims 28 and 29 is a claim to computer program products in a computer 
readable medium that carries out the method steps of claims 8 and 9. Therefore claims 
28 and 29 are rejected for the reasons set forth for claims 8 and 9. 

Conclusion 

Examiner's note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are 
applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
may apply as well. Lt is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the Examiner. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ashok B. Patel whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3972. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00am-5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John A. Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272-3964. The fax phone 
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number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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